Executive Summary

TABLE ES-1    Examples of Landside Access Impediments Identified in
AAPA Survey

Container Ports
 (n = 25)
			All Ports
 (n = 54)
	
Impediment
	No.
	Percent
	No.
	Percent

Truck routes usually or always
	
	
	
	

congested
	16
	64
	27
	50

Numerous at-grade rail-highway
	
	
	
	

crossings
	14
	56
	25
	46

Inadequate clearances for high-cube
	
	
	
	

double stacks
	9
	36
	12
	22

Competition increasing for available
	
	
	
	

land
	21
	84
	40
	74

Restricted access improvements due to
	
	
	
	

lack of land
	11
	44
	17
	31

Regulations in place or proposed
	
	
	
	

restrict truck or rail operations
	4
	16
	5
	11

Development of access improvements
	
	
	
	

impeded by wetland regulations
	
	
	
	

Usually or always
	6
	24
	11
	20

Sometimes
	8
	32
	16
	30

State DOT coordination with port
	
	
	
	

Usually or always
	10
	40
	22
	41

Sometimes
	9
	36
	13
	24

Rarely or never
	5
	24
	10
	20

The ability to correct these problems, however, is often beyond the
reach of port officials. As described in the next few sections, physical,
land use, environmental, and institutional impediments make diffi-
cult the resolution of these problems. In addition, the authority for
making improvements often resides with local, state, and federal
transportation agencies rather than with the ports themselves. Such
projects must compete with many other demands for funds, and they
are not always rated as high as other local priorities.

Land Use Impediments

Some container ports may be able to reduce the truck traffic they
generate on local streets by reconfiguring their terminal designs to